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General Points on the IPP

The following general points were noted:

· More explanation is needed on how to use Search, for example, how to combine search terms, how to narrow searches….

· The monthly Newsletter indicating recent input and changes to national information is welcomed. It is understood that this will be sent to all registered users.t?

· The IPP Editorial Guidelines should be available within IPP, and could be further extended and improved. The present grouping of the types of information in IPP is not in line with the current Editorial Guidelines, and is still not entirely satisfactory or user-friendly. In the Help, information is lacking in particular at the highest level, explaining how the types of information have been grouped into categories. 

· There is a need to identify which “members” are IPP editors, at least for other editors.

· The system for notifying specified contracting parties of the addition of a report should be implemented.

Points for EPPO

There will be an EPPO Workshop on Pest Reporting in November 2006, probably in France. This should be extended to cover all IPPC Reporting Obligations. Points which should be discussed include:

· Common European approach on the categorization of Reporting Obligations

· Possibility of a cooperative system for data going to IPP, to EPPO and as appropriate to EU.

· Agreed European guidelines on the timing of different types of reports

· Reporting by EU as a contracting party. Possibly preparation of separate EU documents on lists, restrictions, etc. Should EU Member States refer only to Directives (as amended) or also, or alternatively, to their national implementing legislation?

· Should access to European reports be unlimited, or restricted to contracting parties, or restricted to certain contracting parties, according to type of report

· Recommended language of reports (English and French?)

· Preferred use of links to national Websites (or EPPO Website) for certain types of reports (e.g. NPPO structure, phytosanitary regulations).

· Content of IPP reports when main information is available from an external link (particularly for pest reports)

· Priorities to be given to certain types of reports. EPPO plan?

· Use of IPP for non-compliance reporting

· How to use “News”, particularly how long before expiry

· EPPO web forum or EPPO Panel for IPP editors. 

· Acceptance of IPPC by all EPPO countries

Specific Operational Points on the IPP

The following specific points need to be addressed by the IPPC Secretariat:

· On Pest reporting data entry form, specify “New status of pest”, specify “Geographical distribution within country”, possibly allow for entry of several ISPM8 status descriptions, add a place to (optionally) report measures

· In selecting Keywords for commodities, “Applies to multiple commodities” should come first

· When a Report is in “Preview” mode, cancelling causes loss of the latest information entered. An Edit button is needed. 

· Users frequently fail to specify “File type” correctly.

· “Pest status” to be added as a primary heading in the list of keywords. No good keyword for NPPO description. 

· There is still confusion about language, and the distinction between the language of the interface, the metadata language, and the language of attached documents or links.

· To ensure consistency between languages on the use of the terms “emergency measures” and “emergency actions”, the terminology of the French and Spanish texts of the IPPC should be followed (at present, the wording follows the English text and is out of line with the French and Spanish texts). 

· There are problems for a country (or RPPO) which tries to enter the same report in two different languages. 
General
Annex 1 provides a list of workshop participants and Annex 2  provides a summary of the workshop evaluation.
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IPP Training Workshop for Europe

York (GB), 2005-11-22/25
	Country
	Name Address
	 

	BE
	SARENS Anneleen (Ms), Federal Public Service for Health, Food Chain Safety and Environment, DG Animals, Plants and Foodstuffs Service Sanitary Policy Animals and Plants, Division Plant Protection, Eurostation II, Place Victor Horta 40 box 10, 1060 BRUSSELS
32/25247325, 32/25247349, anneleen.sarens@health.fgov.be
	 

	CH
	KLAY Alfred (Mr), Section Certification et protection des végétaux, Office fédéral de l'agriculture, Mattenhofstrasse 5, CH-3003 BERNE
41/313222565, 41/313222634, alfred.klay@blw.admin.ch
	 

	CY
	ADAMIDES Marios A. (Mr), Plant Health Inspection Service, Larnaca Point of Entry, 6306, 40612 LARNACA
357/24828962, Fax:357/24828963, madamide@hotmail.com
	357 99514575 madamide@Gmail.com

	DK
	SPO Lis Zachrau (Ms), Plantedirektoratet, Skovbrynet 20, DK-2800 Kgs. LYNGBY
45/45263821, 45/45263613, lsp@pdir.dk
	 

	EE
	SVILPONIS Eha (Ms), Estonian Plant Production Inspectorate, Plant Health Department, Teaduse 2, Saku, 75501 HARJU COUNTY
372/6712657, Fax: 372/6712624, eha.svilponis@plant.agri.ee
	 

	FR
	ALBERGARIA PACHECO Clara (Ms), Ministère de  l’Agriculture et de la Peche, Sous-Direction de la Qualité et de la Protection des Végétaux, 251 rue de Vaugirard, 75732 PARIS CEDEX 15
33/1 49558164, 33/1 49555949, clara.pacheco@agriculture.gouv.fr
	 

	GB
	ASHBY Stephen John (Mr), Plant Health Division, DEFRA, Room 343, Foss House, King's Pool, YO1 7PX YORK
44/1904455048, 44/1904455198, steve.ashby@defra.gsi.gov.uk
	 

	LT
	LAPINSKAS Gintaras (Mr), State Plant Protection Service, Kalvariju str. 62, LT 09304 VILNIUS
370/52754353, 370/52752128, vaatgi@vaat.lt
	 

	NL
	SCHANS Jan (Mr), Netherlands Plant Protection Service, P.O. Box 9102, 6700 HC WAGENINGEN
31/317496631, 31/317421701, j.schans@minlnv.nl
	 

	NO
	PAULSEN Hilde (Ms), Norwegian Food Safety Authority,  Department of Health and Hygiene (Mattilsynet), Hovedkontoret, Felles postmottak, P.O. Box 383, N-2381 BRUMUNDDAL
47/23216878, 47/23216801, hilde.paulsen@mattilsynet.no
	 

	SK
	KOTLEBA Josef (Mr), Ministry of Agriculture of the Slovak Republic, Dobrovicova 12, 812 66 BRATISLAVA
421/259266357, 421/259266358, kotleba@land.gov.sk
	 

	IPPC Secretariat
	NOWELL David (Mr), IPPC Secretariat, FAO AGPP, Vialle delle Terme di Caracalla, 00100 ROME
39/06570520034, 39/0657054814, dave.nowell@fao.org
	 

	EPPO
	SMITH I. M. (Mr), EPPO, 1 rue le Nôtre, 75016 PARIS
33/145207794, 33/142248943, hq@eppo.fr
	 

	
	SMITH B.C.S. (Ms), EPPO, 1 rue le Nôtre, 75016 PARIS
33/145207794, 33/142248943, hq@eppo.fr
	 


Annex 2

Workshop Evaluation
Please enter a rating of 1 – 5, (5 for highest rating) for each of the boxes provided:

1. Agenda topics and Workshop Program

1.1  How relevant were the following presentations to the IPP?

	Topic
	Rating 

	Presentation of the workshop program
	4.8

	Workshop objectives and expected outputs
	4.6

	Introduction to information exchange under the IPPC
	4.6

	Official vs. optional provision of information
	4.3

	SPS agreement
	3.4

	NPPO information exchange obligations
	4.7

	Role of IPPC official contact points
	4.3

	Country Reports on National Information Exchanges processes within the IPPC Framework
	4

	Introduction to the IPP
	4.8


1.2  Please list other workshop topics that should be included in the facilitators’ presentations: 

	No.
	Suggested topics

	1
	Good information management practice



	2
	Introduction to relevant ISPMs




	
	
	Rating

	1.3
	Did you find the handouts useful?
	4.2

	1.4
	Suggestions, additional comments in relation to agenda topics:

· Number the section separators in the handouts folder

· Give the programme contents and the section separators/handouts the same numbers

· Country presentations should have been carried out in a different way, maybe based on a questionnaire submitted prior to the workshop

· The need for country presentations should have been more explicitly notified in advance 




2. Practical Sessions

	
	
	Rating

	2.1
	Was the duration of the practical sessions sufficient?
	4.3

	2.2
	Suggest a suitable practical sessions duration:

____2______ hours/days/weeks


	

	2.3 
	Was the equipment provided sufficient?
	4.9

	2.4
	Was the venue of the workshop suitable?
	4.9

	2.5
	Were the facilities provided satisfactory?
	4.9

	2.6
	After this workshop, how confident do you feel in your capacity to manage the NPPO information in the IPP?
	4.3

	General comments on the practical sessions:

· Navigation exercises could be shorter 

· Provide exercises for data entry like those for navigation

· Provide an editorial guide, to ensure consistency between countries' entries

· Leave the test site up for some time to enable training of editors within the countries




3. Problems/ limitations of the workshop

3.1 Please list the problems and limitations you encountered during the workshop:

	No.
	Problems/ limitations

	1
	Interpretation of ISPMs

	2
	Difficulty in knowing how to present regulations for EU countries 

	3
	Differences in security settings can affect presentations


3.2 Please list the strengths and weaknesses of the workshop:

	strengths
	weaknesses

	· Practical bias to the course

· Excellent facilities

· Opportunity for exchange between participants

· Highlighting of points for improvement in IPP


	· Arrangement of desks – a ring would facilitate exchange better

· Too much time spent on browsing vs data entry

· Too long altogether for this group - adapt course better to known skills of participants




4. Local arrangements

Please comment on the following:

	
	
	Rating

	4.1
	Accommodations
	4.75

	4.2
	Meals
	4.8

	4.3
	Social events
	5

	General comments on the Local arrangements:

· Excellent

General comment:

· Suggest follow-up discussions or forum for IPP editors




